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Abstract
The University of Alabama in Huntsville is a very automobile-dependent campus. The new parking
structure languishes while students have been known to drive from a class in Morton Hall to a class
in the Salmon Library. Additionally, due to the placement of the building, many students drive to
and from Technology Hall, regardless of origin.
This paper investigates the status of pedestrian activity on campus so as to determine the causes for
this over-dependence. It assesses students’ walking habits and perspectives on the campus’
pedestrian friendliness and evaluates quantitatively the pedestrian situation on campus, determining
which routes were more frequently walked and which were more frequently driven. The project
further identifies reasons for these variations and suggests possible options for improving pedestrian
activity on campus.

Introduction
Universities are typically thought of as areas with high rates of pedestrian activity. With large
tracts of parking and a reputation as a “commuter campus,” the University of Alabama in
Huntsville (UAH) hints that it may not fit with this traditional view.
The University of Alabama in Huntsville is a suburban campus with an area of 350 acres. The
majority of the campus’ classroom buildings are located on the northern two-thirds of the campus,
with only a handful of class buildings on the southern end of campus and along the periphery.
Two major streets cross the campus: Holmes Avenue, which divides the north and south ends of
campus; and Sparkman Drive, which separates Olin B. King Technology Hall, Shelby King Hall,
and the National Space Science and Technology Center from the main part of campus. Sparkman
Drive is a 45 mph four-lane street, while Holmes Avenue is a 40 mph four-lane street. Both roads
have two crosswalks, and Holmes Avenue additionally has a pedestrian underpass on the west
side of campus between the Business Administration Building and the Shelby Center for Science
and Technology.
This research consisted of three parts. First, the researcher distributed surveys on general
pedestrian activity and opinions. Second, travel logs of on-campus movements from these same
subjects were collected. Finally, travel log data was used to do a modal analysis of the campus
using a GIS model. This research sought to determine both student perceptions of walking on
campus as well as the impact of the spatial distribution of campus buildings and on-campus
roadways on student mode choice.

Methodology
Data Collection
Subjects were recruited from seven classes and participated on a voluntary basis. Surveys and
travel logs were completed during October, 2010. Some received class credit for their
participation. All study protocols were approved by the UAH IRB Human Subjects Committee.
No students under the age of 19 were surveyed, and all surveys were filled out anonymously, and
no personal details were collected. The integrity of the data in this study is limited to the
diligence of the students surveyed. The anonymous nature of the survey eliminated the ability to
confirm any reported information
Each pedestrian survey took approximately 15 minutes to distribute, fill out, and collect.
Students were informed of the purpose of the study and advised of the age restriction on
submitting their survey. The survey collected some basic demographic data about major,
residence, and years on campus as well as parking and walking habits and a campus safety rating.
Finally, comments on how to encourage pedestrian activity on campus were requested. A copy of
the survey distributed is included in the appendix.
Information on student movement on campus was collected from anonymous student travel logs.
The voluntary participants recorded their trips on campus over a two-day period of their
choosing during the month of October, 2010. Data collected included date and time, mode, origin
and destination, time available to make the trip, total time to travel, and frequency and cause of

delays. Three mode choices were cited in the travel logs: walking, driving, and bicycling. A copy
of the travel log is included in the appendix.
Surveys and travel logs were numerically coded to allow data to be easily verified for accuracy
and referenced in case of unusual results. Incomplete and incorrectly completed surveys were
removed from the sample. After data reduction, there were 173 complete surveys included in the
analysis. Of the 173 surveys collected, 86 travel logs were returned.
This study did not collect detailed demographic information such as age, gender, or race.
Therefore, it should be taken into consideration that the conclusions may not be applicable to all
students. Additionally, respondents were predominantly engineering and liberal arts students.

GIS Model
ArcGIS 9.3 was used to model student mode choices on campus. There were a total of 87 unique
routes recorded in the travel logs. For each route, trips were tallied and trip lengths averaged.
Route data included origin and destination, average trip length by mode, and total trips per mode.
The geographical locations of each referenced campus location were manually determined using
Google Earth and recorded in an Excel file. After building coordinates were added to the model,
their locations were verified with a campus map. Individual routes were created on a unique
layer using polylines. After the routes were created, route data was joined to the routes layer;
each route had a unique number which was used to join the associated travel log data. Finally,
weights were assigned to each route based on the number of times that route was traversed. This
was done for each of the three modes. The scale was kept consistent between images to allow for
easy visual inspection.

GIS Model Analysis
Queries were performed to determine the most frequented routes by the two most common
modes, driving and walking. Additionally, the most commonly traveled route was determined, as
well as the least traversed routes.
Further queries called up all routes that had more than one trip of the given mode (Trips_X > 0
where X = W, D, or B for walking trips, driving trips, and biking trips, respectively) in order to
determine the average trip time. Additionally, the average walking time in comparison with the
average driving time was determined for routes where there are both walking and driving
trips. This was found for routes where driving trips outnumber walking trips (Trips_W <
Trips_D and Trips_W > 0) and routes where walking trips outnumber driving trips (Trips_D <
Trips_W and Trips_D > 0).
Calculations performed in this analysis were summation of total trips and mode distribution.
Total trips were calculated in a new field (TotalTrips). This value summed the total trips for all
modes for each route (TotalTrips = Trips_W + Trips_D + Trips_B). Mode distribution was
determined after summing the total number of trips, a value identified from the Statistics window
for the TotalTrips field.

Results
Survey Results
This study found an uneven distribution in the frequency that students walked. As prompted by
the survey, students chose one of five frequencies (almost always, most days, occasionally, rarely,
and never). The chi-square test for walking frequency was χ2 = 57.95, p < 0.001. It was noted
that walking rates varied with the declared number of years a student had been at UAH, so an
additional test for independence was performed. The test for independence of walking frequency
and years gave χ2 = 82.30, p < 0.001, indicating that walking frequency was independent of the
number of years a student had been on campus. These results (Table 3) suggest that the
differences in frequency based on year are not based on campus residency. However, of the 31
students surveyed who reported their place of residence as a campus dorm, only one walked
“rarely” and all others walked “occasionally” or more frequently (Table 4). There did not appear
to be any significant differences in reasons cited to not walk based on the number of years a
student has been at UAH (Table 5).
According to the demographic surveys, the sample was composed of 40 percent engineering
students, 29 percent liberal arts students, 7.4 percent business administration students, 11 percent
nursing, and 12.6 science students. Campus statistics from 2009 state give the population
distribution as 29 percent engineering, 21 percent liberal arts, 19 percent business administration,
12 percent nursing, and 18 percent science. There was a significant difference in the frequency of
walking depending on college (Table 2). Liberal arts students cited “almost always” or “most
days” 71.4 percent of the time, while engineering cited the same two options only 31.8 percent of
the time. Conversely, engineering claimed to walk “rarely” or “never” 53.6 percent of the time,
and the liberal arts said the same 18.3 percent of the time. The walking habits of the other
colleges were less radically distributed than for liberal arts and engineering, but nursing, science,
and business administration predominantly favored walking, citing “almost always” or “most
days” 63.2 percent, 68.2 percent, and 50 percent of the time, respectively.
Students were asked to rate their view of campus safety using a 5-point Likert scale, where 5 is
“very safe.” The average rating of campus safety was 4.18. This rating was followed by an
opportunity to cite specific concerns regarding campus safety; the question allowed for more
than one answer. Of the 173 respondents, 72 reported “traffic safety” as their primary concern,
while 71 cited “no specific concerns.” 27 students reported “personal safety” on campus as cause
for concern, and 13 listed “other” and were asked to specify. The majority of the “other” reasons
specified are similar to either “traffic safety” (n = 5) or “personal safety” (n = 4). Only one
student rated campus safety as a 1 (Table 7). This student noted “no specific concerns” and
always walked.
There were visible differences in the reasons that students cited for why they would not walk
based on how frequently they currently walked (Table 8). The students who “never,” “rarely,” or
“occasionally” walked most commonly cited “my car is more convenient,” while those who walk
“almost always” or “most days” cited “the weather.” The specified responses for “other” also
varied by frequency. For those who “never” or “rarely” walked, 7 of the 14 students who chose
“other” left campus between classes, most frequently for work, while those who walk “almost
always” or “most days” stated in 6 of 9 instances of choosing “other” that they always walk.

Students were asked to report on whether they walked, biked, or drove the distance between the
two classes they had farthest apart, as well as how much time they had to get between buildings
(Table 9). Students were allowed to choose more than one mode, if applicable. Of those students
who had 15 minutes or less, the choice between walking and driving was fairly even, at 44.7
percent and 50.5 percent, respectively. Few students biked (4.9%), regardless of time between
classes. Students with more than 15 minutes between these two classes predominantly chose to
drive.
Table 1: Cross-tabulation of Years on Campus and Frequency of Walking
Frequency

Years

Almost daily

Most days

Occasionally

Rarely

Never

Total

<1

21 (40.3%)

6 (11.5%)

7 (13.5%)

4 (7.7%)

14 (26.9%)

52

1.00

17 (60.7%)

3 (10.7%)

4 (14.3%)

3 (10.7%)

1 (3.6%)

28

2.00

13 (38.2%)

2 (5.9%)

8 (23.5%)

1 (2.9%)

10 (29.4%)

34

3.00

11 (42.3%)

3 (11.5%)

3 (11.5%)

2 (7.7%)

7 (26.9%)

26

4+

8 (24.2%)

7 (21.2%)

2 (6.1%)

5 (15.2%)

11 (33.3%)

33

Total

70 (40.5%)

21 (12.1%)

24 (13.9%)

15 (8.7%)

43 (24.9%)

173

Table 2: Cross-tabulation of College and Frequency of Walking
Frequency

College

Almost daily

Most days

Occasionally Rarely

Never

Total

Business

5 (41.7%)

1 (8.3%)

2 (16.7%)

2 (16.7%)

2 (16.7%)

12

Engineering

15 (21.7%)

7 (10.1%)

10 (14.5%)

8 (11.6%)

29 (42.0%)

69

Liberal Arts

30 (61.2%)

5 (10.2%)

5 (10.2%)

3 (6.1%)

6 (12.2%)

49

Nursing

8 (42.1%)

4 (21.1%)

4 (21.1%)

1 (5.3%)

2 (10.5%)

19

Science

11 (50.0%)

4 (18.2%)

3 (13.6%)

1 (4.5%)

3 (13.6%)

22

Business/Liberal Arts

1 (100.0%)

0

0

0

0

1

Liberal Arts/Science

0

0

0

0

1 (100.0%)

1

Total

70 (40.5%)

21 (12.1%) 24 (13.9%)

15 (8.7%)

43 (24.9%)

173

Table 3: Cross-tabulation of Years on Campus with Residence
Residence
FFH/
NCRH

CCRH

SECH

Charger
Village

Off-campus Off-campus
Total
(<1mi)
(>1mi)

5

0

3

4

9

31

52

1.00

1

0

1

8

1

17

28

2.00

5

1

1

2

3

22

34

3.00

0

0

0

0

5

21

26

4+

2

0

2

0

8

21

33

Total

13

1

7

14

26

112

173

Years < 1

Table 4: Cross-tabulation of Residence and Frequency of Walking
Frequency

Residence

Almost
daily

Most days

Occasionally

Rarely

Never

Total

FFH/NCRH

8 (61.5%)

3 (23.1%)

2 (15.4%)

0

0

13

CCRH

1 (100%)

0

0

0

0

1

SECH

3 (42.9%)

2 (28.6%)

1 (14.3%)

1 (14.3%)

0

7

Charger Village

10 (71.4%)

2 (14.3%)

2 (14.3%)

0

0

14

Off-campus (<1mi)

8 (30.8%)

0

7 (26.9%)

2 (7.7%)

9 (34.6%)

26

Off-campus (>1mi)

40 (35.7%)

14 (12.5%)

12 (10.7%)

12 (10.7%)

34 (30.4%)

112

Total

70 (40.5%)

21 (12.1%)

24 (13.9%)

15 (8.7%)

43 (24.9%)

173

Table 5: Reasons Cited for Not Walking By Years at UAH
<1

1

2

3

4+

The weather

20 (25.0%)

15 (32.6%)

15 (32.6%)

11 (23.4%)

14 (26.4%)

Danger from traffic on campus

3 (3.8%)

3 (6.5%)

1 (2.2%)

5 (10.6%)

4 (7.6%)

I don’t feel safe walking on campus

1 (1.3%)

0

0

1 (2.1%)

1 (1.9%)

I don’t have enough time between classes

13 (16.3%)

8 (17.4%)

8 (17.4%)

8 (17.0%)

11 (20.8%)

It’s too far to walk, regardless of time

9 (11.3%)

4 (8.7%)

2 (4.4%)

5 (10.6%)

4 (7.6%)

My car is more convenient

19 (23.8%)

8 (17.4%)

14 (30.4%)

8 (17.0%)

11 (20.8%)

I bike

3 (3.8%)

3 (6.5%)

0

2 (4.3%)

1 (1.9%)

Other

12 (15.0%)

5 (10.9%)

6 (13.0%)

7 (14.9%)

7 (13.2%)

Table 6: Cross-tabulation of Parking Habits and Frequency of Walking
Frequency

Parking

Almost daily

Most days

Occasionally

Rarely

Never

Total

Near classes

29 (24.4%)

13 (10.9%)

21 (17.6%)

14 (11.8%)

42 (35.3%)

119

Central location

18 (78.3%)

3 (8.7%)

0

1 (4.3%)

1 (4.3%)

23

By residence

12 (70.6%)

4 (23.5%)

1 (5.9%)

0

0

17

No vehicle

11 (78.6%)

1 (7.1%)

2 (14.3%)

0

0

14

Total

70 (40.5%)

21 (12.3%)

24 (13.9%)

15 (8.7%)

43 (24.9%)

173

Table 7: Cross-tabulation of Safety Ratings and Frequency of Walking
Frequency

Safety

Almost daily

Most days

Occasionally

Rarely

Never

Total

1

1 (100.0%)

0

0

0

0

1

2

4 (57.1%)

2 (28.6%)

0

0

1 (14.3%)

7

3

15 (45.5%)

4 (12.1%)

4 (12.1%)

2 (6.1%)

8 (24.2%)

33

4

18 (35.3%)

6 (11.8%)

8 (24.2%)

10 (19.6%)

9 (17.6%)

51

5

32 (39.5%)

9 (11.1%)

12 (14.8%)

3 (3.7%)

25 (30.9%)

81

Total

70 (40.5%)

21 (12.3%)

24 (13.9%)

15 (8.7%)

43 (24.9%)

173

Table 8: Reasons Cited for Not Walking By Frequency of Walking
Never/
Occasionally
Rarely

Almost always/
Most days

The weather

13

6

34

Danger from traffic on campus

4

4

4

I don’t feel safe walking on campus

1

1

0

I don’t have enough time between classes

13

10

17

It’s too far to walk, regardless of time

12

0

8

My car is more convenient

29

14

11

I bike

4

1

4

Other

14

6

9

Table 9: Cross-tabulation of Time between Farthest Classes and Typical Mode to Travel the Distance
Mode

Time Between
Classes

Walk

Bike

Drive

Total

15 minutes

46 (44.7%)

5 (4.9%)

52 (50.5%)

103

1.5 hours

13 (33.3%)

2 (5.1%)

24 (61.5%)

39

2 hours

6 (50.0%)

0

6 (50.0%)

12

More than 2 hours

1 (4.5%)

1 (4.5%)

20 (90.9%)

22

Total

66 (37.5%)

8 (4.5%)

102 (58.0%)

176

Student Comments
There were a total of 21 unique suggestions for how to improve pedestrian activity on campus.
All suggestions that occurred more than once in the surveys are listed in Table 10. Of those not
listed, most were impractical (e.g. “Segways for everybody”), but one was a plausible suggestion:
to introduce a biking safety course on campus.
Additionally, several students made general remarks about why to walk around campus. Fourteen
students cited exercise and health benefits as reasons to walk, and another seven cited saving gas
and money. Additionally, difficulties in finding parking were noted by four students as a reason
why they walked.
Table 10: Suggestions for Improving Pedestrian Activity on Campus
Suggestion
Frequency
Suggestion

Frequency

Pedestrian overpass

5

Stop signs at crosswalks

8

More time between classes

11

More lights at night

2

Bike paths

11

More officers

3

More bike racks

4

Drivers need to pay more attention

7

Community bikes

2

Better campus layout

10

More sidewalks

12

On-campus transit

4

Sidewalk improvements

3

More parking

2

More crosswalks

3

Restricted parking decals

2

Crosswalk improvements

6

GIS Results
Information on the three modes is included below in Table 11. There were a total of 280 trips
recorded on 87 routes.
Table 11: Mode Information
Mode
Number of Number
Routes
of Trips

Distributi
on

Average Trip
Length

Walking

58

176

62.9%

9.18 minutes

Driving

47

86

30.7%

6.15 minutes

Cycling

12

18

6.4%

9.75 minutes

The most vital result from this model is the visual representation of mode choice. There were
three mode choices cited: walk, bike, and drive (Figures 1, 3, and 4, respectively). For clarity, a
second image of the walking routes has been included, showing some of the individual routes
that make up the excessively wide lines in the center of campus (Figure 2).
The most commonly traversed route, between the Shelby Center and Charger Village, was also
the most common walking route, with 20 walking trips. The most commonly driven route ran
from Shelby Center to Technology Hall, with 6 driving trips. Of the 87 routes, 32 only had one
associated trip, of which 18 were walking trips, 13 were driving trips, and 1 was a biking trip.
In only one instance, on the route between the Salmon Library and the NSSTC, did driving trips
outnumber walking trips. The walk time here was 20 minutes, with an average drive time of 8.5
minutes. On the remaining routes where both walking and driving trips were recorded, walking
trips outnumbered driving trips. The average walking trip was 8.2 minutes long, while the
average driving trip was 5.0 minutes. However, while several of these routes crossed Holmes
Avenue, only one crossed Sparkman Drive.

Figure 1: Walking Trips

Figure 2: Outlined Walking Trips

Figure 3: Biking Trips

Figure 4: Driving Trips

Discussion
The bimodal distribution of walking frequency suggests that mode choice at UAH is an “all-ornothing” decision. This decision is statistically independent from the number of years a student has
been at UAH, and does not seem to be directly influenced by safety ratings, given the high
proportion of students who typically did not walk and rated campus safety at a four or five on the
Likert scale. For those students with safety concerns, the primary worry was about the behavior of
traffic on campus, such as drivers who speed or do not yield to pedestrians. Concerns such as this
have a considerable impact on pedestrian perspectives of campus safety.
Students who live on campus were found to be the most likely to walk, but the majority of UAH
students surveyed do not live on campus. Those students who live on campus are primarily
freshman and sophomores. However, this tendency for campus residents to be lowerclassmen more
than upperclassmen does not seem to have a great impact on pedestrian activity on campus, likely
due to the low number of campus residents.
Fourteen students surveyed (8.1%) do not have a car (Table 6). Of those, six have been on campus
for less than a year, four have been on campus for a year, two have been on campus for two years
and two have been on campus for three years. None of the students without cars have been at UAH
for four or more years. This may have a small impact on the change in frequency by year, as
students who do not have cars do not have the option to drive.
Of all the students at UAH, it is predominantly the engineering students who do not walk.
Technology Hall and the Engineering Building both require crossing Lakeside Drive or Sparkman
Drive to access many of their general education classes and any campus amenities. Spatially, the
analysis suggests that the campus is generally not inclusive of Technology Hall, Shelby King Hall,
nor Cramer Research Hall (NSSTC). The high rate of pedestrian activity among the liberal arts
students may be due to the low number of classes that draw them into other parts of campus. A look
into the UAH Undergraduate Catalog shows that engineering majors have a greater number of
required courses that necessitate leaving the building where their department is primarily located.
Inspection of reasons to not walk sorted by frequency of walking returned the expected response.
Students who do not walk choose their car out of convenience, while students who always walk
only choose to not walk when inclement weather such as rain or heat dissuades them. This is
echoed in the almost mode choice splits for students when travelling between their most distantly
spaced classes. Inspection of the data shows that for those students whose classes were more than
15 minutes apart, reasons to not walk were evenly split between the weather and the convenience
of driving. For students whose farthest classes were 15 minutes apart, students were almost
evenly split between driving and walking, with those showing a preference for walking being the
students who had the shortest distance to travel. This result is supported but the GIS analysis of
on-campus trips.
According to analysis of the GIS model, the spatial distribution of buildings on the UAH campus
has considerable impact on what mode of transportation students choose when moving between
classes. The most commonly frequented pedestrian route, between Shelby Center and Charger
Village, is a short distance with no convenient driving route and the most frequented driving
route, from Shelby Center to Technology Hall, is a longer distance with convenient street access.
In addition to the relative distances, the pedestrian route crosses no active roadways. Conversely,

the most frequently driven route crosses John Wright Drive, Sparkman Drive, Technology Drive,
and potentially Lakeside Drive, depending on route choice. It is clear from a visual analysis that
driving is more common between far flung buildings and that walking is most common in the
central corridor or campus. Biking shares routes of similar distance with driving, but is slightly
more common on the main section of campus.
In the circumstances where a route was both driven and walked, time did not appear to be the
deciding factor for mode choice. Although the time to drive a route was always shorter, walking
trips outnumbered driving trips in fourteen of the fifteen routes where both modes were chosen.
Many routes did not have quick street access between buildings and perceptions of difficulty in
finding parking may have also had an impact. In these instances, walking appeared to become
the more convenient choice, despite an average cost in time of a few minutes. The exception is
the route between the Salmon Library and NSSTC, which takes over twice as long to walk than
to drive and crosses Holmes Avenue and Sparkman Drive. In this case, driving appears to be the
preferred mode both due to time factors and the presence of both busy campus streets.
The presence of Holmes Avenue did not appear to have a great impact on mode choice in the
central part of campus. Sparkman Drive, however, seemed to have a significant effect on mode
choice on routes to the three buildings it cuts off from the rest of campus. Only one of the
fourteen routes noted above crossed Sparkman Drive, while many crossed Holmes Avenue.
There are more possible routes that cross Holmes than cross Sparkman due to building
distribution. This is likely a significant contributing factor to the greater number of trips that
cross Holmes Avenue. Additionally, Holmes is a marginally more attractive road to pedestrians,
as it is smaller and features a pedestrian underpass, an unsignalized mid-block crossing, and a
standard intersection with push-to-walk pedestrian signals.

Conclusion
There is an evident pedestrian population on the UAH campus, with over 60 percent of the
sampled population walking most days or every day. That figure still allows for a great deal of
improvement. Many of the most common student suggestions are also the most feasible methods
by which to encourage pedestrian activity on campus. Improvements to sidewalk continuity and
quality are vital to encourage pedestrians on campus, as is a greater accommodation for
bicyclists and safer crossing options. Crosswalks need to be planned with the addition of each
new building, as students will not always follow established routes between older buildings in
their quest to follow the shortest distance to class.
The UAH campus is in many ways divided by its two major roadways, Sparkman and Holmes.
As a result, there is an “us versus them” mentality between the north and south parts of campus.
In planning further campus development, consideration should be given to the spatial distribution
of buildings and to possibly moving segregated departments onto the main part of campus, when
feasible. If the administration were to move a heavily frequented college, such as the liberal arts,
to a more central location, it could bring a sense of unity to the campus, as would the act of
moving the departments of mechanical and aerospace engineering, civil engineering, and
computer science, as well as, potentially, atmospheric sciences into either existing or new
facilities on the main part of campus. This move would make campus amenities more accessible
to pedestrian students of the departments currently located in Technology and Cramer Halls.

Based on the rates of pedestrian activity among on-campus residents, encouraging students to
live on campus would be a viable way to enhance pedestrian activity on campus. As students
appear less inclined to live on campus after on-campus housing is required, the simplest solution
is to fill any remaining vacancies by improving resident retention. Bringing the cost of campus
housing more in line with the surrounding area is a likely solution to improve resident retention,
and therefore potentially improve the pedestrian atmosphere on campus.
Future research on this subject will need to sample a more representative sample of the campus
population. More detailed demographic data such as age, race, and fitness level should be requested,
as well as information on class standing (e.g. freshman, transfer student). Additionally, a more in
depth analysis of bicycling on campus should be performed, as it was not the focus of this study. A
comparison between UAH and other schools which are organized to better promote pedestrian
activity would also be valuable, in order to determine which methods have worked for other schools.
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Pedestrian Information
Part I: General Information
1. What college do you belong to?
a. Business Admin.
b. Engineering
c. Liberal Arts
d. Nursing
e. Science
2. How many years have you attended UAH?
a. < 1
b. 1
c. 2
d. 3
e. 4+
3. Where do you live?
a. FFH/NCRH
b. CCRH
c. SECH
d. Charger Village
e. Off-campus (within 1 mile)
f. Off-campus (> 1 mile)
Part II: Travel Habits
1. If you operate a motor vehicle, where do you park it during the day?
a. Near my class buildings
b. In a location central to all my classes (e.g.: Intermodal Facility/Parking Garage)
c. By my dorm/home
d. No vehicle
2. What is the longest distance you travel between class buildings? Please give building names.
Between ______________________________ and ________________________________
3. How much time do you have between these two classes?
a. 15 minutes or less (standard between class break)
b. Roughly an hour and a half (one 55 minute class with breaks)
c. Roughly two hours (one 80 minute class with breaks)
d. More than 2 hours

4. Do you usually walk or bike this distance?
a. Yes, I walk.
b. Yes, I bike.
c. No, I drive.
5. How often do you walk between classes?
a. Almost every class day (besides bad weather, exceptional circumstances, etc.)
b. Most days (approximately half of your class days)
c. Occasionally (fewer than half of class days, but at least a few times a month)
d. Rarely (fewer than a few times a month)
e. Never
6. Please cite reasons why you do not or would not walk. Select all that apply.
a. The weather (e.g.: too hot, too cold, raining)
b. Danger from traffic on campus (“Some idiot nearly ran me over in the crosswalk.”)
c. I don’t feel safe walking on campus.
d. I don’t have enough time to walk between classes.
e. It’s too far to walk, regardless of time.
f. My car is more convenient.
g. I bike.
h. Other (please specify): ________________________
Part III: Campus Safety
1. How safe do you feel walking on campus, including the walk to and from your car?
(Unsafe)
1
2
3
4
5
(Very safe)
2. What sort of safety concerns do you have at UAH?
a. Traffic safety (e.g.: crossing streets)
b. Personal safety (e.g.: walking alone)
c. Other (please specify): ___________________________
d. No specific concerns.

What suggestions do you have to encourage walking and biking on our campus?

